Introduction

account - of that vintage is any longer at all reliable. There are
reasons for this nearly universal replacement of one set of books
by another. In the first place, the number of historians working
in the field has increased enormously, a fact which may be well
measured by a look at the increased size and number of hist-
orical journals trying to serve the needs of active writers - and
in spite of ail the additional pages, it takes longer than ever to
get an article into print. But numbers alone prove little: what
has increased more significantly is professionalism - a sharper,
more precise, more searching attitude to the task of historical
study which before the war was distinctly more familiar among
medievalists. Add to this the fact that the materials of study
have vastly increased, are constantly increasing and cannot}
without disaster, be usefully diminished, and the violently ac-
tive state of affairs in this particular corner of the field will be
readily comprehended. Many more historians, many more ar-
chives, many new questions, a constant search for new methods
of enquiry, and - naturally, in the wake of such things -
live and vigorous and often acrimonious debates: English his-
tory since 1485 is a seething, heaving territory which it takes
unconquerable rashness to review at length. One often feels
like a pathfinder, more often like an intruder upon private
affairs, and most often like that horseman who galloped across
Lake Constance always inches ahead of the breaking ice.

At the same time, this situation offers some justification for
an attempt which, in measure, is bound to fail. After a quarter
century, the time does seem ripe for some sort of appraisal.
Therefore, while in the main I was naturally concerned to
provide as full and careful a bibliographical coverage as I could?
I also thought it my duty to discuss the historiographical de-
velopments as such - to see whether I could discern lines of
development, purposes pursued, questions left unanswered or
at least open. An essay of this sort needs to be organized, and
as anyone who has ever tried his hand at such things will know
no scheme can be really satisfactory, let alone perfect. I have
tried to minimize the disadvantages which result from dividing
historical writings under chronological and topical heads by a
good deal of cross-referencing and by providing two indexes, a
complete one of authors and a necessarily idiosyncratic one of